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ABSTRACT

Context. The study of the galaxy stellar mass function (SMF) in relatdb the galaxy environment and the stellar mass densifitgaro
p«(r),is a powerful tool to constrain models of galaxy evaduti

Aims. We determine the SMF of the=p.44 cluster of galaxies MACS J1206.2-0847 separately &ssipe and star-forming (SF)
galaxies, in diferent regions of the cluster, from the center out to appratefy 2 virial radii. We also determins, (r) to compare it

to the number density and total mass density profiles.

Methods. We use the dataset from the CLASH-VLT survey. Stellar maasesbtained by spectral energy distribution fitting wité th
MAGPHYS technique on 5-band photometric data obtained at the Stdblascope. We identify 1363 cluster members down to a stella
mass of 18°M,, selected on the basis of their spectroscopi@ 3 of the total) and photometric redshifts. We correct ourarfor
incompleteness and contamination by non members. Clugtetbyar environments are defined using either the clusteiceatlius

or the local galaxy number density.

Results. The whole cluster SMF is well fitted by a double Schechter fion¢ which is the sum of the two Schechter functions that
provide good fits to the SMFs of, separately, the passive &duSter populations. The SMF of SF galaxies is signifigastiteper
than the SMF of passive galaxies at the faint end. The SMFefh cluster galaxies does not depend on the environment. The
SMF of the passive cluster galaxies has a significantly @malbpe (in absolute value) in the innermost@50 Mpc, i.e.,~ 0.25
virial radii), and in the highest density cluster regionrtfiamore external, lower density regions. The number rdtgiant/subgiant
galaxies is maximum in this innermost region and minimurhimadjacent region, but then gently increases again towardlaister
outskirts. This is also reflected in a decreasing radiattidthe average stellar mass per cluster galaxy. On the b#ret, the stellar
mass fraction, i.e., the ratio of stellar to total clustessjaloes not show any significant radial trend.

Conclusions. Our results appear consistent with a scenario in which Sixgd evolve into passive galaxies due to density-depeénden
environmental processes, and eventually get destroygdnear the cluster center to become part offude intracluster medium.
Dynamical friction, on the other hand, does not seem to paiyrgortant role. Future investigations of other clustdrhie CLASH-
VLT sample will allow us to confirm our interpretation.

Key words. Galaxies: luminosity function, mass function; Galaxieststers: individual: MACS J1206.2-0847; Galaxies: stella
content; Galaxies: evolution
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=1 1. Introduction galaxy and a cluster gravitational field, and ram-presstij-s
5 ) L ping (see, e.gl, Biviano 2008 and references therein).h&ié
.= Many galaxy properties, such as colors, luminosities, M0lp- o cesses use or remove gas from galaxies, leading to ardrop i
gies, star formation rates, and stellar masses, follow ®8ah (a1 formation due to lack of fuel and to an aging of the stel-
— d|str|b_ut|on (e.g./ Baldry et al. 2_0.04; Kémann etal. 2003). |5, population, and consequent reddening of the galaxy ligh
Galaxies can therefore be classified in two broad classés, fith time. Some of these processes also lead to morphologica
bulge-dominated, high-mass, passively-evolving ga@x&nd ansformations. These quenching mechanisms have begeyimp
blue, disk-dominated, low-mass, star-forming galaxi¢® 1el- nented in both N-body simulations and semi-analytical niode
ative number fraction of these two populations changesmith it the aim of reproducing the phenomenology of galaxy evo-
shift (z) and with the local galaxy number density, blue B®8 |ytion, and in particular the changing fraction of red andebl
dominating at higher z and in lower density environments ,(S%alaxies with time. However, there are still many discrejes
Silk & Mamon 2012 for a recent review on galaxy formatiofyeyyeen observations and theoretical predictions, suce.gs
and evolution). This suggests that the redshift evolutith@se e eyolution of galaxy colors, luminosities, and stellaasses
two populations is somehow shaped by physical processes ey [Cucciati et al. 201.2; De Lucia ei al. 2012; Silk & Mamon
lated to the environmentin which they reside, such as m&ior &g1% and references theréin). i
minor mergers, tidal interactions among galaxies or betvaee o o
The distributions of galaxy luminosities and stellar masse
Send offprint requests to: M. Annunziatella, annunziatella@oats.inaf.it M« hereafter), namely, the galaxy luminosity and stellar mass
* Based in large part on data collected at the ESO VLT (prog.liinctions (SMF hereatfter), are key observables for tegfalaxy
186.A-0798), at the NASA HST, and at the NASJ Subaru telescop evolutionary models (e.gl,__Maccio et al. 2010; Menci et al.
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2012). The SMF allows for a more direct test of theoreticatimoslope of the near-infrared luminosity function of clustegsto

els than the luminosity function, since luminosities areedif- z ~ 1.5, but their result appears to contrast with the claimed
ficult to predict than M because of féects such as the age anavolution of the slope of the cluster SMF fron~z0 to 0.5 by
metallicity of the stellar population, the dust contentloé in- Vulcani et al.[(2011).

terstellar medium, etc. On the other hand, unlike lumitesit

M, are not direct observables, and can be determined only vidable 1. Main properties of the cluster MACS J1206.2-0847
multicolor andor near infrared photometry. This explains why

most studies of the galaxy SMF have been conducted only quite Center &, 6)32000 12'06M12515, -8°48'374

recently. Mean redshift 13984+ 0.00015
Most determinations of the galaxy SMF (or of the near- Velocity dispersion [km '] 1087+33

infrared luminosity function, which is considered a prory the Virial radius koo [Mpc] 1.96+0.11

SMF) have been based on samples of field galaxies. The field Virial mass Moo [10*°M] 1.37+0.23

galaxy SMF appears to have a flat slope down tdiQ up to
z ~ 1 (Fontana et al. 2006) and beyond (Stefanon & Marchesl¥ites. All values from Biviano et al. 2013.
2013;/ Sobral et al. 2014), although some authors provide ev- _ _ o
idence that the SMF steepens with [z (Mortlock étal. 2011; In this paper, we determine the SMF of galaxies in the
Bielby et al.[2012] Huang et &l. 2013). llbert et al. (2010)finz = 0.44 cluster MACS J1206.2-0847 (M1206 hereafter), dis-
that this steepening occurs at masses lower than a certitn li covered by Ebeling et &l. 2009a, 2001), and part of the CLASH
which varies with z, and results from the combination of twbCluster Lensing And Supernova survey with Hubble”) sam-
single[Schechtef (1976) functions that characterize,ragglg, Ple (Postman et &l. 2012). We provide the main propertieisisf t
the red and blue SMF (Bolzonella eilal. 2010; Ilbert et al.zo1cluster in TabldIl. We consider passive and SF cluster mem-
Pozzetti et dl. 2010). bers separately, and examine the dependence of their SMFs
To highlight possible environmentaffects on the galaxy On the local density and clustercentric radius, in a veryewid
SMF one should compare the field galaxy SMF to that of clugadial range, 0- 6 Mpc from the cluster center. This cluster
ter galaxies,_Balogh etlal. (2001) have found the SMF of n&i@S @ unique spectroscopic dataset-0600 cluster members
emission line galaxies to be steeper in clusters than in ¢ fi With redshifts measured with VVIMOS (Biviano et all 2013;
On the other hand, Vulcani etlal. (2012, 2013) have found thémze et al. 2013). This dataset allows us to base our SMF de-

field and cluster SMF not to be firent, at least down to termination on a sample with a large fraction1/3) of spectro-

M, ~ 102M,, not even when consideringfiirent galaxy Scopically confirmed (and hence secure) cluster members dow
populations separately. Their analysis is based on optiegj- 1© M« = 10°°Mo. High quality five band photometry obtained
nitudes and colors, while Balogh et dl. (2001) use J-band mayth the Subaru telescope provides photometric redstuftthie
nitudes. Other studies of the near infrared luminosity funtest of the sample, the quality of which is improved thanks to
tions of cluster and field galaxies found them to be statitiic the large spectroscopic dataset available for calibrgtioh000
indistinguishable[(Lin et al. 20044; Strazzullo et/al. 20a6d ©Objects; see Mercurio et al., in prep.). .

De Propris & Christleih 2009). Giodini et’al. (2012) find noma_ The structure of this paper is the following. In Sedt. 2, we
jor difference between the SMF of field and group SF galaxiéigscribe the data sample, how we determine the cluster nrembe
at any redshift, and down te 1055M.,,, except at the high-massSh'P and M of galaxies in our daf[a sfample, and how we correct
end, however, they do find significantigirences in the SMF of for incompleteness and contamination. In SEEt. 3, we descri
passive galaxies in the field and low-mass groups, on one siagw we determine and model fit the cluster SMF, and examine
and in high-mass groups, on the other. Within clustersgtier the dependence of the SMF from the galaxy type, the cluster-
no difference in the global SMFs evaluated within and outsi@€ntric radius, and the local galaxy number density. In $&ct
the virial region[(Vulcani et al. 2013), but Calvi ef al. (Z)find We determine the stellar mass density profile of our clusterr a

the SMFs of diferent galaxy types change withirfidirent clus- compare it to the galaxy number density profile and the total
ter environments. mass density profile. In Se€l. 5, we discuss our resultsliFina

Different results might be caused by thé&etient M, com- in Sect[6 we summarize our results and draw our conclusions.

pleteness limits reached by theffdient studies. Merluzzi etlal.  Throughout this paper, we useyH 70, Qu = 0.3, and

(2010) suggest that at low z the environmentaldependerﬂ::eonA = 0.7.

SMF becomes evident only for masses belod® M. Atz ~ 1

an environmental dependence of the SMF is already seen at4h

10'9M, mass limit (van der Burg et l. 2013). This mass Iim%' The data sample

may in fact depend on redshift, as it corresponds to the messsWe observed the cluster M1206 in 2012 as part of the ESO

low which the relative contribution of blue galaxies to tHdfS Large Programme “Dark Matter Mass Distributions of Hub-

becomes dominant Davidzon et al. (2013). In fact, red gataxble Treasury Clusters and the FoundationsAdiDM Struc-

show in fact a milder evolution with z than blue galaxies éaist ture Formation Models” (P.I. Piero Rosati). We used VIMOS

for masses: 10'**M, [Davidzon et al. 2013) and they are moréLe Févre et dl. 2003) at the ESO VLT, with 12 masks (eight in

abundant in denser environments, at least untilz5. low resolution and four in medium resolution), each with an e
The SMF massive end, dominated by red galaxies, seepusure time of either 3 or % 15 minutes (10.7 hours in total).

to be already in place at high z (Kodama & Bower 200Pata were reduced with VIPGI (Scodeggio et al. 2005). We ob-

Andreon| 2013) in clusters, and the characteristic magaituhined no redshift measurement for 306 spectra. For the othe

of the near-infrared luminosity function of cluster gaksi 3240 spectra, we quantified the reliability of the redstetedmi-

evolves as predicted by models of passive stellar evolutinations based on repeated measurements. For 2006 of the spec

(Lin_et all [2006;| Strazzullo et al. 2006; De Propris et al. Z00tra, the estimated probability that they are correct i92 %,

Muzzin et al.. 2007} 2008; Capozzi et al. 2012; Mancone et ahd for another 720 it is 75 %. We do not consider the remain-

2012).Mancone et al. (2012) do not detect any evolution ef ting 514 lower quality redshifts in our analysis. We finallydad
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to our sample another 68 reliable redshifts from the litexat galaxies selected as members based on thgirdo not lie at
(Lamareille et al. 2006; Jones et ial. 2004; Ebeling £t al9PPO0 the cluster spectroscopic redshift. We correct for tifsat in
and from IMACS-GISMO observations at the Magellan telesect[2.D.

scope (Dan Kelson, private communication). Our final datase
contains 2749 objects with reliable redshift estimatesylaith 10
2513 havez > 0. From repeated measurements, we estimate
average error on the radial velocities to be 75 (resp. 1533 ®m
for the spectra observed with the medium resolution (resp. |
resolution) grism. Full details on the spectroscopic sanqtl-
servations and data reduction will be given in Rosati etial. (
prep.).

We retrieved raw Suprime-Cam data from SMJKA
(Baba et all 2002) in the BVRRcz' bands and processed then
as described in Umetsu et al. (2012). We obtained aperture ¢
rected magnitudes in each band and we used these magnit
to derive_photometric redshiftsy, using a neural network
method |[(Brescia et &l. 2013). More details on the measurem
of zyhot can be found in_Biviano et al._(2013), while a full de- 02}
scription of the method will be given in Mercurio et al. (irgpr). RS
This method is considered reliable down tg R 25.0. We use .
the AB magnitude system throughout this paper. 04,

Since our spectroscopic sample is hot complete, we neec ' z
rely in part on the sample of galaxies witphng We considered
only objects in the magnitude range ¥8Rc < 24 to maximize Fig. 1. Photometric vs. spectroscopic redshifts for gasia the
the number of objects with spectroscopic redshifts. Ctustam-  cluster field and in the magnitude range £8Rc < 24. Black
bership for the galaxies with z has been established usiag @9ts represent spectroscopically confirmed members. The tw
‘Clean’ algorithm of Mamon et all (2013, see also Bivianolét ehorizontal lines indicate theg: range chosen for membership
2013). This algorithm starts from a first guess of the clustass selection of the galaxies without z. Within this range ordyex-
derived from a robust estimate of the cluster line-of-sighoc-  ies with chosen colors are selected as members. In thisatragr
ity dispersionoes via a scaling relation. This mass guess is usédese galaxies are indicated as red dots. Blue crosseslare ga
to infer the concentration of the cluster mass profile, asziim ies outside the spectroscopical and photometrical merhigers
be NFW (Navarro et al. 1997), from a theoretical mass concegglections.
tration relation [(Maccio et al. 2008). Given the mass and-con
centration of the cluster, and adopting the velocity amggmt
profile model of Mamon et all (2010), a theoretioals-profile
is predicted and used to reject galaxies with rest-framecvel 2.1. Estimation of stellar mass
ities outside+2.7 op5(R) at any clustercentic distance R. The
procedure is iterated until convergence. Stellar masses of cluster member galaxies have been othtaine

Cluster membership for the galaxies without z, but wighz USing the spectral energy distribution (SED) fitting tecjurei
has been obtained by investigation of thg.avs. z diagram (see performed byMAGPHYS (da Cunha etal. 2008), by setting all
Fig.[), as described [n Biviano eflal. 2013. In this diagram, member galaxies to the mean cluster redsM£GPHYS uses a
use the sample of galaxies with spectroscopic redshifte-to Bayesian approach to choose the template that best re@®duc
vestigate the best strategy for the selection of membersigméhe observed galaxy SED. It is based on the stellar populatio
the sample without spectroscopic redshift. In other wovds, Synthesis models of either Bruzual & Charlot (2003) or Balzu
take advantage of our previous definition of cluster membeksCharlot (2007), with & Chabrier (2003) stellar initial nsas
with the ‘Clean’ method to define cuts inrg and in colors function and a metallicity value in the range 0.02—2 Zhe dif-
that maximize the inclusion of cluster members and minimizerence between the two libraries of models is in the treatme
that of interlopers. As it is evident from Figl 1, one cannse u of the thermally pulsating asymptotic giant branch stejlaase,
too broad a range inpg: for membership selection, or manywhich afects the NIR emission of stellar populations with an
foreground and background galaxies (the colored dots iflljyig 2ge of~ 1 Gyr. There is still considerable ongoing discussion on
would enter the sample of cluster members. On the other hafit¢ way to model this phase of stellar evolution (Marastcai et
trying to get rid of all foreground and background contartiora 12006;/Kriek et al| 2010). We therefore tried adopting both li
would reject too many real members (the black dots in[Big. Braries and found no significantftérence (on average) in the
As a compromise between these two extremes, of all galaxf@ellar mass estimates. For simplicity, in the rest of theepave
without a spectroscopic redshift determination, we setlease report results based only on the more traditional librargnoti-
with 0.38 < Zpnot < 0.50 and within the B—Ic vs. B-V  els ofiBruzual & Charlot (2003).
color cuts given in Biviano et al. (2013). Combining the séasp The spectral energy distribution is then obtained consider
of spectroscopically- and photometrically-selected merslive ing the history of the star formation rate (SFR) parametrize
obtain a sample of 2468 members of which 590 are spectroscag-a continuum model, SFRe™, with superimposed random
ically confirmed. bursts. The timescalgis distributed according to the probabil-

Unlike the spectroscopic selection of cluster members, tiig density function pg) = 1 — tanh(8 — 6), which is uniform
photometric selection is not secure. As seen in Flg. 1, mabgtween 0 and 0.6 Gyt and drops exponentially to zero at 1
Gyr L. In this model, the age of the galaxy is a free parameter
1 httpy/smoka.nao.ac.jp uniformly distributed over the interval from 0.1 to at mo& 3

0.8}

0.6 F

phot

7

0.4
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Gyr. However, an upper limit for this value is provided by thgalue also corresponds to a local minimum in the sSFR distrib
age of the universe at the considered redshift. tion.

For each galaxy model MAGPHYS produces both the dust In the publicMAGPHYS library, there are many more dusty
free and the attenuated spectrum. The attenuated speeth-ar and SF models than passive models (E. da Cunha, priv. comm.).
tained using the dust modellof Charlot & FFall (2000). The makhenever an optical SED can be equally well fitted by a passive
parameter of this model is the totafective V-band absorption model and by a dusty SF model, the median solution is biased in
optical depth of the dust as seen by young stars inside biftéivor of dusty SF models, since they occupy a larger areaeof th
clouds,7y. This parameter is distributed according to a probgarameter space than passive models. It is therefore |t
bility density function which is approximately uniform avéhe some truly passive galaxies are classified as dusty SF galaxi
interval from 0 to 4 and drops exponentially to zeraat~ 6.  To estimate how serious this misclassification might be, we fi

As an output of the SED fitting proceduMAGPHYS provides the sSFR distribution with two Gaussian distributions (Bag
both the parameters of the best-fit model and the margimhliz). We make the hypothesis that misclassified passive galaxi
probability distribution of each parameter. We adopt theliave lie in the high-sSFR tail of the Gaussian centered at low SSFR
value of the probability distribution as our fiducial estimaf The fraction of the area occupied by this Gaussian at sSFR
a given parameter, with lower and upper limits provided kg tH0*° yr~t is 0.5%, and this is our estimate of the fraction of
16% and 84% percentiles of the same distribution. Usingetheggassive galaxies misclassified as SF. Similarly, one camaist
limits we find that the typical b error on the M estimates is that the fraction of SF galaxies incorrectly classified asspe is
~ 0.15 dex. 4%. Given that these fractions are small, we consider ouRsSF

We translate our completeness limit in magnitude, R 24, estimates sficiently good to separate our sample into the two
to a completeness limit in mass, %M, based on the relation populations of passive and SF galaxies.
between these two quantities shown in Eig. 2. The complstene
mass limit we choose is that for the passive galaxies pdpualat
which guarantees our sample is also complete for the popt
tion of SF galaxies since they are intrinsically less mastan
passive galaxies at a given magnitude. 200
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& 95 @ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
—012.0 —11.5 —-11.0 —10.5 —10.0 -9.5 -9.0 —8.5 —8.0
1.0 log(sSFR [yr~'])
9.0
. Fig. 3. Distribution of the sSFR for the total sample of cturst
85F 0.5 . . e ep g
galaxies. The red curve represents the best-fit to thislalision
el with two Gaussians.
R (mag) In order to check the reliability of our M estimates,

we make use of the data from the UltraVista sufvey
Fig. 2. Galaxy stellar mass as function of Rhagnitude for (McCracI_<en et &l. 2013) which is an ultra-deep, near-ieflar
cluster members. The points are color coded according fo tHrvey with the VISTA survey telescope of the European South
B — R color. The vertical dashed line represents the complef Observatory. From the UltraVista public catalog we ctele

ness magnitude of our sample, and the horizontal dashed ffiy 'USE = 1’ objects, i.e., objects classified as galaxies, with
represents the corresponding completeness mass. a K magnitude above the detection limit of 23.9, and with un-

contaminated and accurate photometry (Muzzin et al. 2013b)

" ) We select only galaxies with masses larger than our complete
In addition to M., among all the parameters provided by thRess [imit (16° M.,), and in the same photometric redshift range

MAGPHYS procedure, we also consider the specific star formatigrgg < Zonot < 050 used for our cluster membership selection
rate (i.e., star formation rate per unit mass, SSFBFRM.). _ yitravista zno have been obtained with the EAZY code of
The sSFR values are used to distinguish between SF and@assmmer et al. (2008). To separate the UltraVista sampke int

galaxies. Even if we do not expect the SSFR estimates from ope passive and SF populations we use the separations pdovid
cal SED fitting to be very accurate, they ardfsiently good to by[Muzzin et al.[(2013a) in the UVJ diagram.

allow identification of the well-known bimodality in the gedy We com ; ; - i}

co EE . ; pare the masses provided in the UltraVista data
distribution (see Sedil 1). This can be better appreciatéodk-  pase (and obtained using thEAST SED-fitting code of
ing at the sSFR distribution of cluster galaxies, shown mBi |kyick et al. 20009) with those we obtained applyiM8GPHYS

This distribution is clearly bimodal. Following Lara-Lapetal. o, the UltraVista photometric cataloa. usina all of the
(2010, and references therein) we use the value sSE®?° P 9 g

yr~! to separate the populations of SF and passive galaxies. Thisttp://home.strw.leidenuniv.nl/ ultravista/
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available 30 bands, which cover the ultraviolet to mic
infrared, 24um, spectral range. We find a good agreeme
between the two M estimates, apart from a median shif |
AM = Iog(M/MQ)MAGPHYS - |Og(M/M@)|:AST = -0.07 inde-
pendent from the galaxy type and mass. This comparison s
gests that the M estimates are not strongly dependent on tt , 1o} ? i :
adopted SED-fitting algorithm, since the masatience is well 1 % q } B}#ﬁgg i«ﬁ () ; I? T8 58k,
below the typical uncertainty in the individual Mestimates. - "} B B '? f"}' ? ]F?\

We then use the UltraVista dataset to check theot of using % E\i ]
only the optical bands in the SED fitting. In fact, for our gnal \%
sis of the cluster SMF we can only use the optical SUBAR O .|
bands (BVriz) over the whole cluster field. For this test, wpla
MAGPHYS to the selected UltraVISTA dataset once using all ava
able bands, and another time using only the five optical SU o7}
ARU bands. The M estimates obtained using optical bands on
are systematically higher than those obtained using ailedbla
bands, particularly for the passive galaxies. The mediarevat 065 20 21 2 2 2
the shift, AM = 10g(M/Mo)aiibands — 109(M/Mg)opticals iS -0.07 R (mag)
for SF galaxies and -0.23 for passive galaxies. The shiftifer
SF galaxies is small, well below the typical uncertaintyridi  Fig. 4. Completeness of thgng: sample as a function of thecR
vidual M, estimates. On the other hand, the shift in mass for theagnitude, separately for red (B Rc > 1.5, red dots) and blue
passive galaxies is not negligible. (B — Rc < 1.5, blue diamonds) galaxies. The dashed line repre-

The reason for the systematic shift in the, Mstimates of sents the adopted completeness as a functiorrdoRthe sam-
passive galaxies is probably related to the fact MwaPHYS, ple of passive members, and, down © R 23, for the sample of
when run on its public library, tends to favor dusty SF modeBF members also. ForR> 23, we adopt the same completeness
rather than passive modes, when they cannot be distinglisheed for brighter SF members.
based on the available data. We therefore MAGPHYS again
only on the sample of passive galaxies, this time using arjbr
of templates heavily biased to fit old stellar populationthwery
little star formation (kindly provided by E. da Cunha). Ugithis
library, we find that the shift between the masses estimatiegju the value G 0.94. In the magnitude range 28R¢ < 24, we
all UltraVISTA bands, and those estimated using only opticadopt the same C value for the sample of SF galaxies, while for
bands is reduced to -0.13. Since this is within the typical uthe passive galaxies we apply a magnitude-dependent tiorrec
certainty in individual M, estimates, we consider the new mas@sing the values shown by the red dots in Elg. 4). We do not con
estimates to be acceptable. sider galaxies with R > 24 in our analysis; on average in our

Using this new library of passive models, we then redetesample this magnitude limit corresponds tq M 10°°M,, (see
mine the stellar masses of the passive galaxies identifidoein Fig.[2). Down to this limiting M. there are 1363 cluster mem-
cluster M1206, by runninJAGPHYS again. bers, of which 462 are spectroscopically confirmed (kel/3
of the total). We define the correction factor for incomphetes
ast =1/C.

¢ Red galaxies
¢ Blue galaxies

09}

ompleteness

2.2. Completeness and membership corrections

To determine the cluster SMF, we need to apply two correstion As for the membership correction of thgn& sample, we
to the observed galaxy counts. One is the correction forrthe follow the approach of van der Burg et al. (2013). We define the
completeness of the sample of galaxies wighoz which also purity, P, of the sample of photometric members as the ratio b
contains all the galaxies in the spectroscopic sample. €be stween the number of photometric members that are also spectr
ond correction is to account for interlopers in the samplehaf- scopic members, and the number of photometric members with
tometrically selected members (their presence is evidem f z, P = Npmnzm/Npmnz. Since some real members are excluded
Fig.[d, note the red dots with z veryftiirent from the cluster by the zne and color membership selection, we need to define
mean z). another completeness, given by the ratio between the nuofiber
We estimate the completeness, C, of the sample of galaxégectroscopic members that are also photometric members an
with zpnot by measuring the ratio between the number of galaxi#i® number of spectroscopic membegs € Npmn zm/Nzm. The
With Zphot, Nzp, and the number of galaxies in the Rhotometric membership correction factor of thg.g: sample is then given by
sample, N, C = N,p/N,. In Fig.[4, we show this completenesgw = P/Cy. There is no significant dependence gfffom the
in different magnitude bins, for red and blue galaxies separatgglaxy M, (see Fig[b, left panel), but it does depend mildly on
where we use a color B R¢ = 1.5 to separate the two samplesprojected clustercentric distance, R (seeHig. 5, righefamhis
This value corresponds to the sSFR value used to separate gapendence is similar for passive and SF galaxies, so we adop
sive and SF members (see SEcil 2.1), and can therefore be tike@@ne evaluated for the passive sample also for the SF eampl
as a proxy for distinguishing these two populations wherRsSF
estimates are not available. In factffszient photometric infor- Note that the completeness correction factosbplies to the
mation is not available for all of the N\galaxies to allow for a full sample of photometric and spectroscopic membersedine
reliable sSFR estimate to be obtained from SED fitting. sample of galaxies with z is a subset of the sample of galaxies
Completeness is 90% down to R = 23. In this magnitude with zyne, While the membership correction factes bnly ap-
range the variation of C with&is negligible and C is not signifi- plies to the sample of photometric members, since the member
cantly diferent for the red and blue samples. We therefore adabiip based on z is considered to be correct.
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20 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ — T In the fits, in addition to the statistical errors, we alsoetak
into consideration the errors on the stellar mass estimélese
18} + { are evaluated by performing 100 Monte-Carlo simulations in
which the mass of each galaxy is extracted randomly from a
Gaussian distribution centered on the best-fit mass valile, w
a standard deviation equal to the error on the mass estifriate.
errors on the stellar mass estimates provide only a minor con
Ly T 1 tribution to the uncertainties on the best-fit Schechtection
parameters, which are dominated by the statistical ermoth®
1.2 }_ R }——}—— . {1 number counts.
AN We do not take the errors on the photometric completeness
} . | into account (see Fifl 4 in SeCi. R.2) since they are smadlyTh
N would afect mostly the normalization of the SMF, while in most
of our analyses we are only interested in comparing the shape
of different SMFs. We only care about the normalization of the
SMF when comparing the passive and SF samples (Sett. 3.1)
00 05 Lo 1% T 3 4+ 5 & andwhencomparing the SMF in the central cluster regiondo th
log(M/Mg) R (Mpc) mass in the intracluster light (ICL, see Sédt. 5). Also, iestn
cases, we estimate that the errors on the completeness can be
Fig. 5. The membership correction factgr fsee text) as a func- neglected without a significant impact on our results.
tion of M,, (left panel) and clustercentric radius R (right panel). The errors on the membership correction facip(dee Figl b
We adopt a correction factor independent of Bhd dependent in Sect[2.R) are significantly larger than those on the cetapl
on R, the same for the samples of passive (red dots) and S¥ (isless. We estimate theiffect on the stellar mass function in the
diamonds) members. following way. First, we consider theffect of adopting dfer-
ent values of f for red (passive) and blue (SF) galaxies, given
by their diterent means, rather than adopting the same value for
3. The stellar mass function both populations. Second, in the regions whegreléviate from

. . a constant, i.e., at B ryg0, we consider thefeect of adoptin
We derive the cluster SMF by counting the number of clust§{a two extreme valueszogiﬂfgiven by f1 + o Whereo-fp isg
- M M

members (defined in SeLi. 2) per bin of Mand correcting these the error in our estimate offat R > rgp We fi
; . I 200- We find that all the
cgunts ast_escr]:bedl:n IS@Z.Z. TSe resulgrlgljo%tnbutlogtg results of the analyses presented in the following sectionsot
shown In ig[ for all cluster members, and aiso, separdtly ange significantly when changing the membership cooecti
passive and SF pluster members. We estimate the errors INdfors as described above. We therefore conclude thatrthe u
(F:];rl]?i)éé:g)unts with the bootstrap procedure (Efron and Tibshig ainties onyf do not have a significant impact on our results.
o . . For the sake of clarity, in the following sections we only geet
We fit these SMFs with ia Schechter (1976) function the results based on our best estimates0f.E., those given in
1+a M Sectm.
®(log M) = In(10) ®* (_) exp(——) d(log M), (1) We assess the statistical signif_icance of thﬁedia_nce be-
M+ M= tween any two SMFs both parametrically, by comparing thé-bes
. L . fit parameters of the Schechter function, and non pararaéyic
where ®" is the normalizatione is the low-mass end slope,yz 5 Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) test (e.d.. Press éfal. 993

and M corresponds to the exponential cfiitof the SMF at e require a minimum of ten objects in a sample for a meaning-
high masses. The fits are performed down to the mass ligjf comparison.

10°° M, (see Sec212), using the maximum likelihood tech-" o™y 5 test compares the cumulative distributions and
nique (Malumuth & Kriss 1986). This technique has the advafﬁerefore it is only sensitive to fierences in the shapes of the

tage that no binning of the data is required. The normaﬁmt'distributions, not in their normalizations. However, in shof

@ is not a free parameter, since it is constrained by the Ig; 4naiysis we are not interested in the normalization ef th

quirement that the integral (_)f the fitting function over thass SMF, rather in its shape. There are only two points in our-anal
range covered by observations equals the number of gala?g% where the normalization of the SMF is important. On@is i
in the sample. Of course, this number must be corrected {8 ., narison of the passive and SF populations (se€SBxt. 3
com_pletengss .and m?mberSh'P contamination. Therefotleemsince diterent relative normalizationdfact the mass value at
maximum likelihood fitting procedure, the product of the €0Myhich the two SMFEs cross each other — a useful parameter to
pleteness and membership correction factagsfi, are used .,nqirain theoretical models (see SEEt. 5). Another peittté

as weights for the individgal valges of MTherefore, there ar'€ astimate of the mass that could have been stripped from-galax
only two free parameters in the fit,and M', except when we fit jos anq gone into the mass of the ICL (see Sect. 5). In other
the data with a double Schechter function (in Sedi. 3.1), parts of our analysis, fierences in the SMF normalization just

_ . reflect rather obvious dependencies of the number densities
M\ M M 1”:1)('09 M?\/I_ In(10)@" Igalaxigs (of dﬁ;rentI types) 03 the en\;]ironmhenft_s Iv(;/hberedtef}%y are

ocated, e.g., the cluster is denser than the field by iti
[(M*) exp(— M*) +f2 (M;) eXp(_M_z)} d(logM). - (2) and this over-density is higher among the population ofipass

galaxies by virtue of the well-known morphology-densitiare
Inthis case there are three additional free parametgesyd M;,  tion (Dressler 1980). For the comparison of the SMFs of argive
and the ratio between the normalizations of the two Schechtduster galaxy population in fierent environments, the K-S test
functions, § = ©5/®". is particularly appropriate. For the same reason, to haglbklif-

Correction factor

003

o
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ferences in the SMFs, we only compare the shape parameters of
the Schechter function best-fitg,and M‘, and not the normal- 103k
ization parameted*. E-

The parametric comparison naturally takes the complesenes
and membership corrections applied to the number courds int
account. These corrections are also taken into account KB
tests, since we use the correction factors as weights in/dlae
ation of the cumulative distributions whose maximurfietience
is used in the test to evaluate the statistical significaridben
null hypothesis.

10%E

'k

3.1. Different galaxy types 100l

Passive + SF mass function
Passive Galaxies
Star forming galaxies

In Fig.[8, we show the SMF of the passive, and separately,Fhe S 95

galaxy populations along with their best-fitting SchecHiterc-

10.0

10.5 11.0 11.5
log (M/Mo)

12.0

tiong]. The best-fit and M parameters and theirdt uncertain- rjg 6. SMF for passive and SF cluster members (red triangles
ties, obtained by marginalizing over the other free paramate anq plue demi-circles, respectively) and their best-fiteStiter
shown in FigLY and listed in Tablé 2. When split into the twg,ctions (red triple-dot-dashed and blue dashed ling.sim
cluster populations of passive and SF galaxies, the SMRISP ot the two SMFs is shown as a solid violet line. Violet diamend

a strong, statistically significant dependence on galagg.tyn  5ye the counts obtained by considering all cluster memés.

particular, the SMF of SF galaxies is increasing at the Iommcﬁoints represent counts in bins of 0.2 dex ig Bivided for the

end, while the SMF of passive galaxies is decreasing. Tlis

in size, and the counts have been corrected for completenes

ference is also confirmed by the K-S test, which gives a vewy Ioynq membership. The (&) errors on the counts have been esti-
probability to the null hypothesis that the,Miistribution of SF  \,5ted via the bootstrap resampling procedure.

and passive galaxies are drawn from the same population (see
Table[4).

This type-dependence of the SMF is not only valid in gen- ~°“| B ' '
eral for the whole cluster, but also inflirent cluster regions, L Solaxes 0
identified by their clustercentric distance or by their lagalaxy —0.4 - » Star forming golaxies \f\\\ 7
number density in Sedf.3.2.1 dnd 3]2.2 (see Table 4). h
In Fig.[8, we also show the sum of the two Schechter func- g i
tions that describe the SMFs of passive and SF galaxies. e ha
also performed a fit of a single Schechter function to the SMF o
all cluster galaxies together; the best-fit parameterdiefunc- < —0.8[ (DN 7]
tion are given in Tabl€l2. According to the likelihood-ratést
(Meyer1975), the sum of the two Schechter functions pravide _, [ ]
a significantly better fit than the single Schechter funcfisith ’
a probability of> 0.999), after taking into account thefféirence
in the number of free parameters (four vs. two). —1.2F .
We also fit the SMF of all galaxies with a double Schechter
(eql2) and five free parameters, namelydtend M of the two 140 [ o T T .
Schechter functions and their relative normalization. Bhet- 10.0 10.5 11.0 11.5 12.0
fit parameters are listed in Taljle 2 along with their margneal log(M*/Mg)

errors. The best-fit parameters of one of the two Schechter fu

tions are very similar to those of the Schechter functiobpine- Fig. 7. Best-fit Schechter parameter$ Ehde and 1o likeli-
vides the best-fit to the SMF of passive galaxies. On the otherod contours.

hand, the best-fit parameters of the other Schechter funat®
very different from those of the Schechter function that provides

the best-fit to the SMF of SF galaxies. This means that whike2. Different environments

the best-fit with a double Schechter is optimal from a siatist
point of view, it fails to correctly describe one of the twonco
ponents of the cluster galaxy sample, that of SF galaxies.i$h
probably because of the fact that the sample of cluster gala
is largely dominated by passive galaxies over most of thesm
range covered by our analysis, and so it ifidilt to correctly
identify the minority component, that of SF galaxies. As dtara
of fact, the uncertainties on the best-fit parameters of thabk
Schechter function are rather large.

S

To search for possible environmental dependences of the SMF
we separate passive and SF galaxies in this analysis, to-dise
tangle possible type-specific environmental dependerfcéeo
MF from the well-known environmental dependence of the
alaxy population (Dressler 1980; Baldry etlal. 2008 anérref
ences therein).
We adopt two definitions of ‘environment’, one based on the
distance from the cluster center, and another based onche lo
number density of cluster members. Of course, these defigiti

are not entirely independent, given the correlation betwee
3 Inthis and the following figures, the data are binned onlyiersake Cal density and radial distance (e.g. Whitmore et al. 1998}.

of displaying the results of the fits. No binning of the dateeiguired in
the fitting procedure.

ing these two definitions we define nine cluster regions, five a
different distances from the cluster center, (four withia, la-
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Table 2. Best-fit Schechter function parameters

Galaxy type o@* a log(M*/M;) fa s log(M3/Mo)
Passive 654 -0.380.06 10.96:0.04 — — —
SF 156 -1.220.10 10.68:0.09 - - -
All 751 -0.39+0.18 10.94:0.16 0.65:0.20 -0.51+0.33 9.93+0.35
All 541 -0.85+0.04 11.09:0.04 — — —

Notes. @* is not a free parameter in the fitting procedures, hence wetlprovide error bars on its values.

Table 3. Best-fit Schechter function parameters féfiedent en-
vironments

Table 4. Results of the K-S tests

Compared samples N1, N2  Prob. (%)
Galaxy type Environment a log(M*/Mg)
Type dependence
SF R> rag0 -1.07+0.12 10.54+ 0.09
SF R< oo -1.52+0.17 11.16+0.37 Passive vs. SF in the cluster 846,517 <0.01
Passive vs. SF in Region 2 120, 21 <0.01
Passive R> 100 -0.43+ 0.09 10.99+ 0.05 Passive vs. SF in Region 3 120, 31 <0.01
Passive R ro00 -0.40+0.08 11.00+0.05 Passive vs. SF in Region 4 102, 20 <0.01
Passive vs. SF in Region (b) 96, 33 0.4
Passive Region 1 -0.150.15 10.92+ 0.08 Passive vs. SF in Region (c) 199, 54 <0.01
Passive Region 2 -0.540.14 10.9%4 0.10 Passive vs. SF in Region (d) 328,420 <0.01
Passive Region 3 -0.440.15 10.99+0.10
Passive Region 4 -0.570.14 11.09:+0.11 Environment dependence - SF galaxies
Passive Region (a) -0.130.16  10.93+0.08 SF within and outsidexsg 78, 439 > 10
Passive Region (b) -0.5560.16 11.00+0.12 SF in Regions 2 and 3 31, 31 > 10
Passive Region (c) -0.440.11 10.95+ 0.07 SF in Regions 3 and 4 31, 20 > 10
Passive Region (d) -0.3560.09 10.96+ 0.06 SF in Regions (b) and (c) 33, 54 > 10
SF in Regions (c) and (d) 54, 422 > 10

beled 1 to 4, and another one at-Rqo, see Sec{_3.2.1) and
another four at dferent local densities (labeled (a) to (d), see
Sect[3.2DP).

Our first definition of environment assumes circular symme-
try, but the cluster is significantly elongated in the plafi¢he
sky (Umetsu et al. 2012). However, this assumption is drdppe
in our other definition, as the regions (a) to (c) are elordjate
in the direction traced by the galaxy distribution (see Hig),
which is similar to the elongation direction of the brightelsis-

Environment dependence - passive galaxies

Passive within and outsidegs 438, 408 > 10
Passive in Regions 1 and 2 120, 120 0.8
Passive in Regions 2 and 3 120,102 >10
Passive in Regions 3 and 4 102, 96 >10
Passive in Regions (a) and (b) 100, 83 0.4
Passive in Regions (b) and (c) 83,199 >10
Passive in Regions (c) and (d) 199, 328 2

ter galaxy (BCG) and of the total mass of the cluster as iatérr

from a weak lensing analysis by Umetsu et al. (2012, see their

Figs. 1 and 11). As we show below, our results are essenitally Notes. N1 and N2 are the number of galaxies in the two compared sam-
dependent on which definition of environment we adopt, henelgs: The listed probabilities (Prob., in %) are for the hylbothesis that

; ; +: two M, distributions are drawn from the same parent populatioob&r
the assumption of circular symmetry does not seem to beaiti |t "1 604 inicate statistically indistinguishable distrilauts. Only

the distributions of samples with at least ten objects haentronsid-
ered.

3.2.1. Clustercentric radial dependence

We consider here the clustercentric distance as a definifion
‘environment’. The cluster center is identified with the fios 2. 025 < R/r200 < 0.5.
of the BCG (see Tablg 1 and Biviano etlal. 2013). 3. 05 < R/rpo0 < 0.75.
We first consider the SMFs of passive and, separately, the 8F0.75 < R/rygp < 1.
cluster members, within and outside the virial radigg. These
are shown in Figl18 (upper panels), and their best-fit Scleechthe number of SF galaxies is not large enough to allow for
function parameters are listed in Table 3 and shown in [Rig.S&hecter function fits in all these regions, however, in scases
(upper panels). The SMFs of cluster members within anddeitsive have enough galaxies in the subsamples to allow for K{S tes
the virial radius are not significantly fiierent, neither for the comparisons of the Mdistributions. On the other hand, we have
passive nor for the SF galaxies. This is confirmed by the K&ssuficiently large number of passive galaxies to allow for mean-
test (see Tablg 4). ingful Schechter function fits in all the four regions. The BM
We then determine the SMF in fourfiiirent regions within for the passive galaxies in the foufidirent regions are shown in
I200, Namely (see also Fig. 110): Fig.[8 (bottom left panel), along with their best-fitting ®chter
functions. The best-fit parameters are listed in Table 3 hod's
1. R/ryg < 0.25. in Fig.[d (bottom left panel).
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Fig. 8. SMFs of SF and passive galaxies iffatient cluster re- Fig. 9. Best-fit Schechter parameters Bhda and 1o likeli-
gions and in the field. Upper left (resp. right) panel: SMFs dfood contours, after marginalizing over té parameter for the
SF (resp. passive) cluster galaxies beyond and withi Bot- SMFs of SF and passive galaxies iffeient cluster regions and

tom left panel: SMFs of passive cluster galaxies in fotfiedent in the field. The panels correspond one-to-one to those oBFig
regions, defined by their distances from the cluster ceses (

text). Bottom right panel: SMFs of passive cluster galaxmes

four different regions, defined by their local number densitieiged by the total number of galaxies in their respective damp
SMFs are normalized to the total number of galaxies conthinghis does not mean that in Region 1 there are more galaxibs wit
in the respective samples. log(M«/Mg) ~ 10.5 than in other regions. This mass value only
indicates where the relative ratio of the number of galaxiese
massive and less massive than a given value is maximalbrdi

To highlight a possible radial dependence of the cluster SM#At for the SMF in Region 1 and in the other regions. We there-
we compare the M distributions of cluster members in adjafore use this value to separate ‘giant’ from ‘subgiant’ gada
cent regions, using the K-S test, separately for SF andvgassind plot the giarisubgiant number ratio (GSNR hereafter) as
galaxies, whenever there are at least ten galaxies in eattie ofa function of radial distance from the cluster center in Hig.
subsamples. The Mdistributions of the SF cluster galaxies irNote that we use the correction factors defined in $ect. 2.2 as
the diferent regions are not statisticallyfidirent (see Tablg 4). weights to compute the GSNR. The GSNR of passive galaxies
On the other hand, the K-S tests indicate a significafiédtince decreases rapidly from the center (Region 1) te B8 Mpc,
of the M, distributions of passive cluster members in Regionthen gently increases again toward the cluster outskirts 85
(the innermost one) and the adjacent Region 2. For no other kpc) but without reaching the central value again. The GSNR
jacent regions does the K-S test highlight a significaffedeénce of SF galaxies does not seem to depend on radius and is system-
from the SMFs of passive galaxies. atically below that of passive galaxies at all radii.

From Fig[9 (bottom left panel) and Taljle 3 one can see that
the diference of the SMFs in Regions 1 and 2 is reflected i .
a difference in the values of the best-fit Schechter pararneterg?z'z' Density dependence
From Fig[8 (bottom left panel) we can indeed see that the SME an alternative definition of ‘environment’, we consideré
of passive galaxies in Region 1 is characterized by a lowsmage local number density of cluster members. This densitgis
end drop that is more rapid than for the SMFs in other Regionined by smoothing the projected distribution of galaxiethvei

From Fig[9, one can notice that the SMFs of passive galawo-dimensional Gaussian filter in an iterative way. Inigati-
ies in Region 1 intersects those of passive galaxies in ter otmates of the densities are obtained by using a fixed ‘opti(iral’
regions at log(M/M;) ~ 10.5. Since these SMFs are normalthe sense of Silverman 1986) characteristic width for thassa
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Fig. 10. Spatial distribution of cluster members. The louain-

(arcmin)

Kernel density (arcmin—?2)

The distribution of cluster members is shown in Hig] 10,
where symbols are colored according to the local galaxyitiens
We then define four regions offterent mean projected density
X (in units of arcmin?):

(a) T > 125.
(b) 5< £ < 125.
(€) 25< T < 5.
(d) T < 25.

From Fig.[I0 one can note that Regions (a) and (b) approxi-
mately correspond to Regions 1 and 2 (defined in $ect.]3.2.1),
while Region (c) corresponds roughly to Regions 3 and 4 with
an extension beyond the virial radius. One obvioudfedénce is
that the regions defined by the value ®fare more elongated
than those defined by radius.

Since there are not enough SF galaxies to allow for meaning-
ful Schechter fits to be performed in Regions (a) to (d), in[Big
(bottom right panel) we only show the passive galaxy SMFs and
their Schechter best fits. The best-fit parameters are list€a-
ble[3 and shown in Fig]9 (bottom right panel).

The K-S tests indicate that the SMF of SF galaxies is inde-

ber density is color coded as indicated by the bar at the siget pendent of local density (see Table 4). On the contrary, ME S
of the plot. Coordinates are in arcmin with respect to thé-pogf passive galaxies does depend on local density. In facktB
tion of the BCG, see Tablé 1. Galaxies belonging to Regiops (gests performed betweenMiistributions in adjacent regions in-
(b), (c), which are defined in SeCt. 3.2.2, are those insidedt, dicate a significant dierence between Regions (a) and (b) (see

blue, and purple solid lines, respectively. Galaxies bgilogto Table[3). This dference is caused by the more rapid drop at the
Region (d) are the outer points.
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Fig. 11. The number ratio of giant galaxies (log MM > 10.5)
and subgiant galaxies (logMM¢ < 10.5), GSNR, for diferent
samples of passive galaxies (red dots: Regions 1-4 anthR)
magenta squares: Regions (a)—(d)) and SF galaxies (blue
monds: within and outside the virial radius). For Regions(@)
the point abscissae are set at the average clustercerttiiofa
the galaxies in the subsamples selected on the base of lecal
sity. The vertical dashed line indicates the locatiorgf.r

sian filter. In the second iteration, the characteristictiviof the
Gaussian filter is locally modified by inversely scaling tbpti-
mal’ width with the square root of the initial density estims. In
other words, we adopt an adaptive-kernel filtering of theuggal
spatial distribution, where the kernel is adapted in suclay as

to be narrower where the density is higher.
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low-mass end of the SMF in Region (a) compared to the SMFs
of other regions (Fid.]9, bottom right panel) and is refledtea
different value of the best-fitting parametefsee Tablel3).

In Fig.[13, we can see that the radial trend of the GSNR of
passive galaxies found in regions 1-4 is confirmed when densi
ering regions (a)—(d).

4. The stellar mass density profile

Using the sample of 1363 cluster members with M10°° Mo,

we determine the radial profiles of number and stellar mass de
sity of our cluster, N(R) an&,(R), respectively. We fit these
profiles in the region @5 < R/ryg0 < 1 (i.€., excluding the BCG)
with a projected NFW (pNFW) model (Navarro et al. 1997,
Bartelmann 1996) using a weighted maximum likelihood fitin
technique. For the determination of N(R), we use as weights
those already used for the construction of the SMF, i.e ptbd-

uct fc - fm (see Sec{_212). For the determinationZpf(R), we

use the same weights multiplied by the galaxy stellar masses
fc - fm - M. In Table[®, we list the values of the scale radij, r

of the best-fit models. Note that our best-fit value for thefr
N(R) is consistent with that estimated hy (Biviano et al. 201
on a slightly diferent sample. We find th&t (R) is significantly
[pore concentrated than N(R).

The two profiles and their best-fit models are shown in

Fig.[12. The error bars in the figure have been estimated via a
ootstrap procedure. The pNFW model provides a good fit to
he number density profile (reducgd = 1.4), and a slightly
worse fit to the stellar mass density profile (redugée 2.2).

We deproject the two density profiles using the
Abel inversion, which assumes spherical symmetry (e.g.
Binney & Tremaine 1987). Before performing the numerical
inversion, we smooth N(R) and,(R) with the LOWESS
technique (e.d. Gebhardt etlal. 1994). The needed exttapola
to infinity is done as in Biviano et al. (2013, eq. 10). The depr
jected stellar mass-to-number density profile rasigy)/n(r), is
shown in the top panel of Fig.1L3. The dashed lines represent 1
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Table 5. The NFW scale radii of the density profiles
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Notes. The scale radius of the total density profile is adopted from
Umetsu et al[(2012) (see also Table 3.in Biviano &t al. 2013).
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r00. The horizontal gray area indicates the cosmic value of the

Fig. 12. The stellar mass density profile (dots) and the numisellar mass fraction at the cluster mean redshift andoitsi-
density profile (squares) and their best-fit projected NFWdete Certainty.

(red and blue curves). Thedt errors are shown, and evaluated

using a bootstrap procedure. Both densities are spacetidsnsi
The vertical dashed green line indicates the locationggf r

The median value gf., / piot Within ragis slightly higher (but
not significantly so) than the (physical, not comoving) c@sm
value of 0011+ 0.002 at the cluster mean redshift, evaluated us-

o confidence levels obtained by propagation of errors, whef§ the stellar mass density values of Muzzin et al. (201t8air t
the fractional errors on the individual deprojected prsfilelable 2)and our adopted cosmological valuechy.
are assumed to be those estimated for the projected profiles
SI;S.[IZ). The ratig, /n decreases by 30% from the center to 5. Discussion
Both the relative concentration of the best-fit pPNFW modeWe find a very strong dependence of the cluster SMF on the
of the two projected profiles and the ratio of the two deprigiedc galaxy type. This dependence is found in the whole cluster, a
profiles, indicate a mass segregatidieet, i.e., galaxies are onwell as in diferent cluster regions defined by their clustercentric
average more massive (in stars) near the cluster centerathadistance or by their local galaxy density. This dependerase h
the cluster periphery. This is consistent with our findingtthe been found previously in several studies (e.g. Bolzonglidle
GSNR is highest in the central cluster region (see[Eiy. 11). 12010). The sum of the passive and SF SMFs gives rise to a
We now consider the total mass density profilg, as given SMF that deviates from a simple Schechter beyond the M
by the gravitational lensing analysis of Umetsu et al. (3012%alue where the two type SMFs cross each other (see Fig.13 in
Specifically, we consider their NFW best-fit model paramzetri [Peng et al. 2010). Indeed, we find that the fit of the SMF of all
tion of this profile. The ratiogi,:/n andp. /oot @s a function galaxies by the sum of the two best-fit Schechter functiotisenf
of the 3D distance from the cluster center, r, are shown in thassive and SF populations, is significantly better tharfit sy
middle and bottom panels of Fig.]13. The distribution of tota single Schechter.
mass is more concentrated than both the distribution okgeda ~ The phenomenological model of Peng et al. (2010, well
(see also_Biviano et al. 2013) and (but less significantlytke) described in_Baldry et al. 2012) has interpreted the double
distribution of stellar mass, the ratio of the stellar-ttat mass Schechter function shape of the galaxy SMF in terms of ‘mass
density increasing by 20% from the center toyg. In other quenching’ and ‘environmental quenching’, which transfor
terms, the stellar mass fraction does depend on radiushisut star-forming (SF) galaxies into passive. If a galaxy sSHRde-
dependence is not strong. This is consistent with the fattkie pendent of mass and the probability of ‘mass quenching’as pr
best-fit NFW model scale radius for the total mass densitfjlpro portional to SFR, then the Schechter SMF of SF galaxies-4rans
is only marginally diterent from that of the stellar mass densitjorms into a steeper single Schechter SMF of passive (qeehch
profile (see Tablg]5). galaxies. Environmental quenching is supposed to be indepe
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dent of mass, so it does ndtect the overall shape of the SMFof SF galaxies does not show a significant radial dependence,
but only its normalization, as SF (blue) galaxies are turingal but the innermost region is not sampled by our data, for ldck o
passive (red) galaxies. The passive SMF appears as the comlsiatistical significant number of SF galaxies.

nation of the single Schechter function originating fromssia 5, gefinition of ‘subgiants’ is close to the definition of
quenching and of another Schechter function originatiegfr .y, - ts' used by Sanchez-Janssen étal. (2008), i.e., galdx0
enwronmentallque.nchmg. Th|s b_|modaI|ty should b_e palct'Cmag fainter than the characteristic magn\itude inrtheand lu-

larly apparent in high-density regions where the enviromi@ie ity function. Their magnitude cut roughly correspsial
quenching is mostfEective. Post-quenching mergers can th ~ 10'°5M,,. Using a large number of nearby clusters they
c?ange the ;hape IOf Fhe pz?s§|ve S'\f]': Iby Increasing the nu a clear increasing trend in the dwaiint number ratio with

of very massive galaxies relative to the less massive gz@8axi .| stercentric radius, out to 2 a0, and they find this trend to be

This model makes specific predictions about the gefe 1o blue galaxies, while no trend is found for the red gaax
eral evolution of the SMFs of SF and passive galaxiegpgir results are therefore completely at odds with ounscsi

which compare well with observations (Ki@mann et al. 2004; o | ster sample analyzed by Sanchez-Jansseh et all) (2008

Bundy et all 2005; Scoville et al. 2007; Drory & Alvarez 20085: , - 01 this diference seems to suggest a rapid evolution

ScoEJIeggm etall_200¢; libertetal. 2010, 2013, H_uang et gk the GSNR, dterent for the dferent populations of cluster
2013; Moustakas et &l. 2013). The model also predicts the Qihaxies. Quenching will transform the SF galaxies in M1206
ferential evolution of the relative number density of passind q:q passive galaxies, which could flatten the dependentieeof

SF galaxies in dferent environments, which is supported by Obﬁassive GSNR with radius (see Fig] 11), making it more simila
servations|(Bolzonella etal. 2010; Pozzetti eial. 201080A- 14 the GSNR observed hy Sanchez-Jansser ét al.|(2008) for red
sequence of the evolutionary modelof Peng et al. (2010)a6 thy,)axjes. It is however more fificult to suggest a scenario for

the SMF for passive galaxies should be environment depéndgly, the GSNR of bluSF galaxies should grow a radial depen-
Such a dependence is visible in a local sample of galaxis®(bagence with time.

on SDSS data, Peng etlal. 2010), but not at higher redshéit ap _ . o

from a slightly higher density of massive galaxies in demser ___Our results appear more consistent with the findings of
gions {Bolzonella et &l. 2010). That the predicted depecelén [Popesso et al. (2006) and Barkhouse et al. (2009). Popeato et
not observed at high redshifts could be because of the diearad2006) find a lack of dwarf, red galaxies in the central cluste
istics of the used samples, which are generally not completedions, and Barkhouse et al. (2009) find an increase in the aumb
low-masses. ratio of dwarf to giant red galaxies with clustercentricitesd In

At the redshift of M1206 (z0.44), the model df Peng etlal.Poth studies there is no radial trend of the blue dygaaiht ratio.
(2010) predicts that the SMFs of passive and SF galaxiedahol"® comparison with our results is not straightforward, aeev,
cross at logM/Ms ~ 10.1 in dense environments, which is2S Poth studies are based on the analysis of luminosityrathe
the value we find for the SMF of M1206 (see Fig. 6). Thi1an mass functions. Moreover, our definition of ‘subgiadiifs
value depends on the environment; we find the crossing m&&sfrom their definition of ‘dwarfs’. In Barkhouse et/al. (@%)
is log M, /M, ~ 105 (resp. 9.5) for the SMF of galaxies outsid&Wwarfs are galaxies that are 2.8 mag fainter than the cteract
(resp. within) poo, and smaller than that found in the field byStC magnitude in the Rband luminosity funcuag, e, 1.12
Muzzin et al. [2013a, see their Fig.10). Hence, we confirm tH€X below the value of Min our SMF, or M, ~ 10**Mo. This
prediction of Peng et &l (20110) that the value above which pdMitis too close to the completeness limit of our sample ared
sive galaxies dominate the SMF shifts to lower masses inetensaNnot adopt it as the separation value to distinguish giart
regions. subgiant (or dwarf) galaxies.

We find that the shape of the SMF of SF galaxies does not de- An interpretation of our GSNR trends can be given in terms
pend on the environment, although we cannot examine it withef a scenario involving the processes of ram-pressurepitigp
the densest cluster region for lack of statistics. Thisge @i line (Gunn & Gott 1972), harassmehnt (Moore et al. 1996, 1998), and
with predictions from the model of Peng et al. (2010), andhwitidal destruction/(Merritt 1984). Ram-pressure strippisghe
other observations of field galaxy SMFs (e.g. llbert et all(?0 process that removes a galaxy gas as it moves through the in-
Huang et al. 2013). tracluster medium. Harassment is the cumulati¥eat of mul-

We also find little or no evidence of an environmental depetiple galaxy encounters and is able to transform a spirabgal
dence of the shape of the SMF of passive galaxies outside i@ a spheroidal galaxy. Both processes are mdigctve in
very central (densest) region. Peng etlal. (2010) do pradien- the denser, more central regions of a cluster. Tidal detsbruc
vironmental dependence and present evidence for it in alsamp caused by the cluster gravitational field andfieetive only
drawn from SDSS data, but other analyses have failed to tdetegry close to the cluster center (e.g. Moran et al. 2007). 85 a
such a dependence (e.g. Vulcani et al. 2012, 2013). Baloailh egalaxy approaches the cluster center it is transformedaifias-
(2001) have found the SMF of passive galaxies to be steepesive galaxy by harassment and ram pressure. The SF galagies a
clusters than in the field, as expected if mass quenchingecoon average less massive than passive galaxies, and incadditi
earlier in denser environments at a given mass (Pengl etH)) 20their masses may become even smaller as they are transformed
but/Giodini et al.(2012) have found that the the SMF of passito passive galaxies, e.g., by harassment. As a result, time nu
galaxies is steeper in the field than in groups of galaxies. ber of passive galaxies increases with time especiallyedtth-

We do find a very significant change in the SMF of pasnass end, and particularly so in the denser cluster regibiesav
sive cluster galaxies in the very inner (and densest) regidhe transformation processes are moffeative. This creates a

R < 0.25 g, corresponding te= 0.5 Mpc (see Figl18, bottom decreasing trend of the passive galaxy GSNR from the cluster
left panel). This change corresponds to a very steep radial dutskirts to its center. However, this trend might be resdrat
crease in the number ratio of giant (M, > 10'°5) to sub- very small radii because tidal mass stripping becomeftar-e
giant (10° < M, /M, < 10'%%) galaxies (GSNR; see Fifl.]11),tive there that the low-mass galaxies are either totallyrdged
from the center to- 0.8 Mpc. Beyond this radius the GSNR in-or mass-stripped below the completeness limit of a givewesur
creases but more gently toward the cluster outskirts. THERSS (10°°M,, in our case).
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A detailed and perhaps dedicated analysis of semi-analyti(2013), and with the mass segregation found in clusters-at z
models in the context of cosmological numerical simulatiorbylvan der Burg et all (2013). In particular, the ratio of tlest
would be required to (dis)prove this scenario, and thisy®hd fit concentrations of the stellar mass density and numbesigen
the scope of this paper. We can however refer to the simulatjorofile found by van der Burg etial. (2013),41 0.4, is fully
work of (Conselice|(2002) where the valueof the luminosity consistent with the ratio we find, 8+ 0.4.van der Burg et al.
function of cluster galaxies is first shown to increase (isadinte (2013) attribute this mass segregation to dynamical &ncGti
values) and then decrease, as the number of interactionsgamwhich should have occurred before-z1, with little if any fur-
galaxies increases. The initial increase is due to tidgtrg, ther evolution thereafter. However, mass segregation lsarba
until the stripping becomes so strong that stripped gatediep the result of tidal stripping in the central cluster regiaffiecting
oftf the completeness limit of the given survey. We do observe thalaxies in diferent ways depending on their mass. Since galax-
same non monotonous trend®fvith local galaxy density (see ies of lower mass galaxies are moiféeated by tidal stripping,
Sect[3.2.R). they lose mass and droffthe completeness limit of 26M,, in

Further support to our scenario comes from the comparisouar dataset.
of the amount of mass in the ICL and of the mass that is miss- To discriminate between dynamical friction and tidal strip
ing from subgiant galaxies in the SMF of the innermost regioping as the driving process of mass segregation in M1206, we
To estimate the amount of mass that could have been stripj@eh our attention to the total mass density profile. We find
from subgiant galaxies we proceed as follows. First, we cakhat the total mass density profile is more concentrated tthan
culate the total mass in the SMF of passive galaxies in the galaxy number density profile, as already found by Bivianalet
nermost Region 1 (see SeLl._3]2.1) in the mass range betw@®13), as well as in many other clusters (2.9. Biviano & @Gira

10°5 - 10195 M, 2003{Lin et al. 2004h; Biviano & Pogagialnti 2009). We also find
10195 however, that the total mass density profie is more conctetra
Moo = : mad(m) dm 3) than the stellar mass distribution, which is an entirely mew
sub = 1095 M ' sult. Should dynamical friction be responsible for the obed

©

mass segregation we would expect the total mass densityeprofi

The SMF of Region 1 shown in Figl 8 has been normalized to be less concentrated than the stellar mass density pragile

the total number of galaxies contained in the subsamplegin ¢nhe difuse dark matter component should gain energy at the ex-

we use the non normalized SMF, widhi = 121. The lower pense of the subhalos (e.g. Del Popolo 2012). Instead, we find

limit of the integral corresponds to our completeness liffiite  the opposite. We therefore conclude that the observed regss s

upper limit of the integral corresponds to the mass valuerahgegation is not due to dynamical friction in M1206, but toalid

the normalized SMF of Region 1 intersects the normalized SMifsruption of the less massive galaxies. Since most of glast

of the adjacent Region 2 (see Fid. 8, bottom left panel). Weass is in the most massive galaxies, while most of the gedaxi

have chosen this mass value also to separate giant fromesiibgire low-mass galaxies, this procesteets the number density

galaxies. We then recompute the integral in Eq. 3 by keepipgpfile much more severely than the stellar mass densityl@rofi

the ®* and M' values of the SMF of Region 1 and by chang- The radial dependence of the stellar-to-total mass ratio is

ing the slope to the best-fit value found for the SMF in the agery mild. This mild dependence is consistent with the rssul

jacent Region 2 (see Tatlé 3). Thefdience between the twoof Biviano & Salucdi (2006, see their Table 1), obtained gsin

values of Myp thus obtained is a measure of how much magssample of 59 nearby clusters (fully described in Bivianalet

is missing in the subgiant mass range in Region 1 with resp@gin?), and Bahcall & Kuliéf (2014, see their Fig.9), obtains-

to Region 2. We estimate the uncertainty on thietence by ing a sample of = 0.3 clusters|_Bahcall & Kuliér (2014) find

repeating this estimate with slopes fixed to the: da values that the stellar mass fraction is roughly constant out % qp.

of Region 2, where @ is the error one (see Tabld3). The We confirm their result out te r,gg; beyond that radius our er-

value we find AMsu = 5.8'33 x 10" Mo, can be compared with ror bars become very large (see Figl 11). Their determinatio

the estimate of ICL stellar mass in M120692 3.8 x 10'*M,,  of the average cluster stellar mass fraction also agregsmer

(Presotto et al. 2014). These two values are consisteninwitivith the cosmic value, while our determination is consistbat

~ 10, within their admittedly large uncertainties. Our estimatslightly above, the cosmic value.

would not change by more than 30% if we would extrapolate the

integral of eq[_B to very low masses, and in any case the darnina

contribution to the ICL is expected to come from intermesliatg. Conclusions

to-high mass galaxies (Murante et'al. 2007; Contini &t al420

This comparison is consistent with a scenario where theimgiss\We estimate the SMF and the stellar mass density prpfilg),

subgiant galaxies in the innermost cluster regions havepls of the z= 0.44 cluster M1206, using a sample ©f1300 clus-

of their stellar mass into a filuse intracluster component due téer members, obtained in the CLASH-VLT program. Cluster

interactions with other cluster members or with the tidastdr membership has been evaluated using spectroscopic and pho-

field. With a very similar approach Giallongo ef al. (2014jrep tometric redshifts (for~ 1/3 and ~ 2/3 of the members,

to the same conclusions about the nature of the ICL in anottiesp.). Stellar masses are obtained by SED fitting MAGPHYS

z ~ 0.4 cluster. (da_ Cunha et al. 2008). The SMF apgd(r) are corrected for in-
The radial dependence of the GSNR is also reflected gampleteness and contamination down tQ M10°°M,. Our

the decreasing stellar mass-to-number density profile (aie main results are:

Fig.[11). On average, among galaxies with M 10°°M, those

near the cluster center are30% more massive than those neare The SMF of the cluster is significantly better fitted by a dou-

the cluster virial radius. This is not because of the presaic ble Schechter function than by a single Schechter function.

the central BCG, which was excluded from the analysis when The SMFs of the passive and SF cluster populations are well

we determined the density profiles. Our finding is consistent fitted by single Schechter functions, with significantlffeli-

with the mild mass segregation found in groups by Ziparolet al ent low-mass end slopes.
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e The SMFs of passive and SF cluster members crossBatano, A. 2008, arxiv:0811.3535
M, /Mg =~ 10*%1, in agreement with the prediction of theBiviano, A. & Girardi, M. 2003, ApJ, 585, 205

model of Peng et al. (2010). This crossing mass is highergﬁ

lower density regions.

iano, A., Katgert, P., Thomas, T., & Adami, C. 2002, A&A8B 8
iano, A. & Poggianti, B. M. 2009, A&A, 501, 419
Biviano, A., Rosati, P., Balestra, I., et al. 2013, A&A, 538,

e The shape of the SMF of SF galaxies is independent from tBi@ano, A. & Salucci, P. 2006, A&A, 452, 75
environment, as defined by either the local number density&sfzonella, M., Kova, K., Pozzetti, L., et al. 2010, A&A, 524, A76

galaxies, or the clustercentric radius, in the rand®e8 — 4.0
Mpc (corresponding te- 0.4 — 2.0 rzq).

Brammer, G. B., van Dokkum, P. G., & Coppi, P. 2008, ApJ, 6&R3L
Brescia, M., Cavuoti, S., D’Abrusco, R., Longo, G., & MencyrA. 2013, ApJ,
772,140

e The shape of the SMF of passive galaxies does depend ongheual, G. & Charlot, S. 2003, MNRAS, 344, 1000
environment, since the SMF decreases more steeply towByady. K., Ellis, R. S., & Conselice, C. J. 2005, ApJ, 625, 621

the low-mass end, in the innermost cluster regignQ.5
Mpc) than in the other, more external regions.

Calvi, R., Poggianti, B. M., Vulcani, B., & Fasano, G. 2013\NRAS, 432, 3141
Capozzi, D., Collins, C. A, Stott, J. P., & Hilton, M. 2012 NRAS, 419, 2821
Chabrier, G. 2003, PASP, 115, 763

e The number ratio of giafgubgiant galaxies is highest in thecharlot, S. & Fall, S. M. 2000, ApJ, 539, 718

innermost region and lowest in the adjacent regiob {01.0

Mpc), then the ratio increases with radius toward the clus

outskirts.

Conselice, C. J. 2002, ApJ, 573, L5

t%ontini, E., De Lucia, G., Villalobos, A., & Borgani, S. 201MINRAS, 437,

3787
Cucciati, O., De Lucia, G., Zucca, E., et al. 2012, A&A, 548,08

e Both the number density and stellar mass density profiles acunha, E., Charlot, S., & Elbaz, D. 2008, MNRAS, 388, 1595
be fitted reasonably well by projected NFW models, but witPavidzon, I, Bolzonella, M., Coupon, J., et al. 2013, A&&& A23

different concentrations. The stellar mass density profileq

3 Lucia, G., Weinmann, S., Poggianti, B. M., Aragén-Salacaa A., & Zarit-
sky, D. 2012, MNRAS, 423, 1277

significantly more concentrated than the number density pigs propris, R. & Christlein, D. 2009, Astronomische Nachiém, 330, 943
file and only slightly less concentrated than the total mass Propris, R., Stanford, S. A., Eisenhardt, P. R., HoldenP.B& Rosati, P.

density profile.

e A possible interpretation of the environmental dependeng

2007, AJ, 133, 2209
Popolo, A. 2012, MNRAS, 424, 38
essler, A. 1980, ApJ, 236, 351

qf the SMF of passive galaxies and of the relative concentisiory, N. & Alvarez, M. 2008, ApJ, 680, 41
tions of the total, stellar mass, and number density profiléeling, H., Edge, A. C., & Henry, J. P. 2001, ApJ, 553, 668
is proposed in terms of tidal disruption of the less massifeeling, H., Ma, C. J., Kneib, J.-P,, et al. 2009a, MNRAS, 30513

galaxies in the central cluster regions. On the other hand, (E

beling, H., Ma, C. J., Kneib, J.-P., et al. 2009b, MNRAS, 38513
ontana, A., Salimbeni, S., Grazian, A., et al. 2006, A&AYAB45

namical friction seems not to befective. Support for our Gebhardt, K., Pryor, C., Wiliams, T. B., & Hesser, J. E. 1984, 107, 2067
interpretation comes from the comparison of the mass in tGellongo, E., Menci, N., Grazian, A., et al. 2014, ApJ, 724,

cluster ICL with the missing mass in the subgiant gala

mass range in the innermost region.

In the future, we plan to extend our analysis of the SMF

the full set of CLASH-VLT clusters (Rosati et al. in prep. )&

iodini, S., Finoguenov, A., Pierini, D., et al. 2012, A&A38, A104
unn, J. E. & Gott, lll, J. R. 1972, ApJ, 176, 1
Huang, J.-S., Faber, S. M., Willmer, C. N. A,, et al. 2013, Af65, 21
llbert, O., McCracken, H. J., Le Fevre, O., et al. 2013, A&AB5A55

ﬁ%ert, 0., Salvato, M., Le Floc'h, E., et al. 2010, ApJ, 7684

Jones, D. H., Saunders, W., Colless, M., et al. 2004, MNRAS, 347

test our scenario for the environmental dependence of thgyga Kaufmann, G., White, S. D. M., Heckman, T. M., et al. 2004, MNRAS33

galaxy SMF with semi-analytical models within cosmologt]icaka

numerical simulations.
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